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1
SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR REDUCING
INTERFERENCE IN WIRELESS
COMMUNICATION SYSTEMS

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

This is a continuation patent application, which claims
priority under 35 U.S.C. §120 to U.S. patent application Ser.
No. 14/040,187 filed on Sep. 27, 2013, which in turns claims
priority to U.S. Provisional Patent Application Ser. No.
61/706,249 filed on Sep. 27, 2012, the entirety of both appli-
cations being incorporated by reference herein.

TECHNICAL FIELD OF THE DISCLOSURE

The present disclosure relates generally to wireless com-
munications and, more particularly, relates to a system and
method for reducing interference in wireless communication
messages transmitted and received in an unlicensed spectrum
of the physical layer. The interference may be co-channel
with the messages and/or the interference may be dominant to
the messages.

BACKGROUND OF THE DISCLOSURE

Wireless communication systems have become a major
way of communication, replacing conventional land-based
communication systems in many applications. There are
many types of wireless communication systems, such as,
cellular phone systems, wireless local area networks (LAN),
WiFi, ad-hoc networks and wireless sensor and control net-
works used in cyber-physical systems. While wirelessly com-
municating using a cellular phone is well known, the other
wireless communication systems are growing rapidly.

One common problem frequently encountered in wireless
interactions between a receiver and a transmitter is the pres-
ence of interfering signals or interference originating from
devices other than the transmitter and the receiver. Depending
on the type of the wireless communication, in some applica-
tions, this interference may be intentional, such as the jam-
ming of military wireless transmissions. In other applica-
tions, the interference may be accidental, for example,
resulting from multiple users sharing a common wireless
channel with or without a base station. The presence of such
interfering signals can compromise the ability of the receiver
to discern the signal from the intended sender, resulting in a
reduction, sometimes significant reduction, of information
throughput of the wireless transmission from the transmitter
to the receiver.

All wireless communication occurs through airwaves
divided into various frequency bands. By virtue of using
different frequency bands, various types of wireless technolo-
gies can use the airwaves simultaneously without interfering
with one another. These frequency bands may be either
licensed or unlicensed. To transmit over a licensed band,
operators typically obtain a license by paying a licensing fee
for the exclusive right to transmit on a particular frequency
band. Thus, interference on a licensed band may be con-
trolled. On the other hand, communications over an unli-
censed band requires no license or special permission and,
therefore, interference in the unlicensed spectrum may not be
well controlled.

In at least some instances, the interference in an unlicensed
spectrum may be significant compared to signal power. This
is partly because the signal power may be kept small in an
unlicensed spectrum to reduce interference to other user sig-
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nals. Therefore, the signal to interference ratio (SIR) in an
unlicensed spectrum may be very small, for example, around
a negative thirty decibels (~-30 dB). Wireless communica-
tion systems, such as WiFi, may use the network layer of the
unlicensed spectrum to avoid such interferences. However,
communicating in the network layer may limit the throughput
and the transmitting distance in the coverage arca. More
importantly, since communication in the network layer uses a
public network, those communications may not be secure. To
avoid the disadvantages of transmitting in the network layer,
modem wireless communications may occur in the physical
layer. However, in the physical layer, the interference may not
be well controlled.

Two methods are typically used for mitigating interference
in the physical layer. The first method uses a filter such as a
low-pass, high-pass and/or a band-pass filter, which takes
advantage of the frequency spectrum of the interferences.
However, such filters may not be very useful in mitigating
co-channel interferences. The second method uses a stochas-
tic filter that takes advantage of the stochastic properties of
the interferences. However, such filters may require cross
correlations between a measured variable and the interfer-
ence to be effective. Accurate cross correlation statistics are
hard to obtain in the unlicensed spectrum and, without such
statistics the stochastic filter may not function properly.

Accordingly, there exists a need for a new filter that may be
utilized for effectively countering the negative effects of
interfering signals in an unlicensed spectrum for communi-
cations in the physical layer.

SUMMARY OF THE DISCLOSURE

In accordance with at least some aspects of the present
disclosure, a system for mitigating interference is disclosed.
The system may include a transmitter configured to transmit
a message, the message having appended to it an interference
signal. The system may also include a receiver configured to
receive the message from the transmitter. The receiver may
also include a singular value decomposition filter receiver
into which the message and the interference signal may be
input, the singular value decomposition filter receiver config-
ured to use singular value decomposition data from the inter-
ference signal to recover the message from the transmitter
while substantially eliminating the interference signal.

In accordance with at least some other aspects of the
present disclosure, a method for mitigating interference is
disclosed. The method may include transmitting a message
from a transmitter to a receiver, the message having appended
to it an interference signal, receiving the message and the
interference signal at a receiver and inputting the message and
the interference signal into a singular value decomposition
filter receiver at the receiver. The method may also include
eliminating substantially the interference signal from the
message by the singular value decomposition filter receiver
using singular value decomposition values from the interfer-
ence signal.

In accordance with yet other aspects of the present disclo-
sure, a singular value decomposition filter receiver is dis-
closed. The singular value decomposition filter receiver may
include a fast Fourier transform block to transform an incom-
ing time domain signal into a frequency domain signal and a
training stage to determine a filter value. The singular value
decomposition filter receiver may also include an operating
stage to utilize the filter value and the frequency domain
signal to substantially eliminate an interference signal
appended to a message.
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These and other aspects and features of the present disclo-
sure will be more readily understood upon reading the fol-
lowing description when taken in conjunction with the
accompanying drawings.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1is a schematic diagram illustrating exemplary types
of wireless communication devices in which one embodi-
ment of the present disclosure may be implemented;

FIG. 2 is a an exemplary schematic illustration of an inter-
ference mitigation system employing a singular value decom-
position (SVD) filter receiver, the interference mitigation sys-
tem constructed in accordance with at least some
embodiments of the present disclosure;

FIG. 3 is a graphical representation illustrating the perfor-
mance of the SVD filter receiver of FIG. 2 for a sine wave
signal without noise relative to a conventional code division
multiple access (CDMA) filter, in accordance with at least
some embodiments of the present disclosure;

FIG. 4 is another graphical representation illustrating the
performance of the SVD filter receiver of FIG. 2 for a sine
wave signal with noise relative to the CDMA filter, in accor-
dance with at least some embodiments of the present disclo-
sure;

FIG. 5 is yet another graphical representation illustrating
the performance of the SVD filter receiver of FIG. 2 for a
combination of sine wave signals without noise relative to the
conventional CDMA filter, in accordance with at least some
embodiments of the present disclosure;

FIG. 6 is also a graphical representation illustrating the
performance of the SVD filter receiver of FIG. 2 for a com-
bination of sine wave signals with noise relative to the con-
ventional CDMA filter, in accordance with at least some
embodiments of the present disclosure; and

FIG. 7 is an exemplary flowchart outlining steps for miti-
gating interference using the SVD filter receiver of FIG. 2.

While the present disclosure is susceptible to various modi-
fications and alternative constructions, certain illustrative
embodiments thereof, will be shown and described below in
detail. It should be understood, however, that there is no
intention to be limited to the specific embodiments disclosed,
but on the contrary, the intention is to cover all modifications,
alternative constructions, and equivalents along within the
spirit and scope of the present disclosure.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE
DISCLOSURE

Referring now to FIG. 1, an exemplary wireless commu-
nication system 2 illustrating certain types of wireless com-
munication devices is shown, in accordance with at least
some embodiments of the present disclosure. In at least some
embodiments, the wireless communication system 2 may be
a multi-user wireless communication system having several
groups of users, with each user communicating with other
users within its own group. Users of other groups may cause
interference to the communicating users of a group. For
example and as shown, the wireless communication system 2
may include a receiver 4 in communication with a transmitter
6 via a wireless channel 8 in a group. The wireless commu-
nication system 2 may also include other groups having wire-
less devices such as, a WiFi router 10, a Bluetooth earphone
12, a wireless game controller 14, computers 16 having WiFi
and/or Bluetooth capabilities and an intercom device 18.
These wireless devices may cause interference to the receiver

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

4

4 and the transmitter 6 by creating interference signals 20
when the receiver and the transmitter communicate with each
other.

Notwithstanding the fact that in the present embodiment,
only certain types of wireless devices have been shown, this is
merely exemplary. In other embodiments, other types of wire-
less devices capable of creating interference signals are con-
templated and considered within the scope of the present
disclosure. Furthermore, the number of those wireless
devices may vary as well. Additionally, it will be understood
that only those components that are beneficial for a proper
understanding of the disclosure are shown and described
herein. Nevertheless, several other components that are com-
monly employed in wireless communications, such as a
router, modem etc., are also contemplated and considered
within the scope of this disclosure.

Although not shown, the receiver 4 may have a controller
with a processing system configured to communicate with
one or more volatile or non-volatile memory/storage devices,
such as, flash memory, memory cards, read only memory
(ROM), programmable read only memory (PROM), erasable
programmable read only memory (EPROM), electronically
erasable programmable read only memory (EEPROM), etc.
The controller and particularly, the processing system of the
controller may also be configured to run one or more software
programs or applications stored in a memory location, read
from a computer readable medium, and/or accessed from an
external device operatively coupled to the controller by any
suitable communication network. The transmitter 6 may be
similarly configured as the receiver 4. Other devices, compo-
nents and/or systems that are commonly employed in combi-
nation or conjunction with receivers and transmitters
involved in wireless communications are contemplated and
considered within the scope of the present disclosure.

Referring now to FIG. 2, an exemplary interference miti-
gation system 22 for use in the wireless communication sys-
tem 2 for mitigating interference in communications between
the receiver 4 and the transmitter 6 in the physical layer is
shown, in accordance with at least some embodiments of the
present disclosure. Specifically, to mitigate interference, a
message bit m, represented by arrow 24 may be combined
with a code word d of length N. In at least some embodiments,
the code word d may be a vector value designed to counteract
interference signals. The code word d may be generated by a
spreading code generator 26. The message bit m and the code
word d may be combined in a first combination block 28. In at
least some embodiments and as shown, the first combination
block 28 may be a multiplication block in which a scalar value
of'the message bit m may be multiplied with the vector value
of the code word d to yield a message md, represented by
arrow 30. The message 30 may be transmitted by the trans-
mitter 6 to the receiver 4. In at least some embodiments, the
code word d need not be orthogonal to other code words
generated by the spreading code generator 26. Furthermore,
both d and N may be design parameters that may vary depend-
ing upon the receiver 4 and the transmitter 6.

The message 30 from the transmitter 6 on its way to the
receiver 4 may pick up an interference signal 32, illustrated by
symbol j, such that a received signal 34 at the receiver may
look like:

X=md+j.

ey

In at least some embodiments, components in the received
signal 34 other than the message 30 may be considered the
interference signal 32. Also, in at least some embodiments,
the interference signal 32 may include noise. Further, in at
least some embodiments, the interference signal 32 may also
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include interferences from adjacent channels and co-channel
interferences. The interference signal 32 may get attached to
the message 30 in a second combination block 35 to generate
the received signal 34. The term and in the received signal 34
may be compromised by the communication channel. How-
ever, for simplicity of explanation, the channel effect is not
considered in mitigating the interference signal 32.

The receiver 4 may receive a series of N-sequences of the
received signal 34. In other words, the received signal 34 may
be segments of time series signals having data length N. For
the kth N-sequence, the received signal 34 may be given by:

X[k]=m[k]d+j[k] @

In at least some embodiments, the code word d may be
known to the receiver 4 and the code word may be the same
for all k, while the interference signal 32 and the message m
may be unknown to the receiver. The object of the present
disclosure is to retrieve the message m while mitigating the
interference signal 32. In at least some embodiments, the
signal power of the interference signal 32 may be larger than
that of message m by around one thousand times. Such a
difference between the message m and the interference signal
32 may typically be found in the physical layer of an unli-
censed spectrum, in which the interference signals may not be
regulated, while the signal powers may be kept small to
prevent interference with other signals.

To mitigate the interference signal 32 and to recover the
message m from the received signal 34, the received signal
may be processed in a singular value decomposition (SVD)
filter receiver 36. As will be explained further below, by virtue
of'using the SVD filter receiver 36, large interferences in the
received signal 34 may be easily mitigated. As used herein,
the term “mitigated” may mean making less severe or at least
significantly less. In at least some embodiments, the interfer-
ence signal 32 that may be mitigated may have signal to
interference ratio SIR of, for example, negative thirty decibels
(~=30 dB). In at least some embodiments, the SVD filter
receiver 36 may include a Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) block
38, a data arrangement block 40, a singular value decompo-
sition (SVD) block 42 and a singular value decomposition
(SVD) filter correlator block 44. Further, the SVD filter
receiver 36 may be a part of the receiver 4.

Thus, the received signal 34 may be processed by the SVD
filter receiver 36 to mitigate the interference signal 32. Spe-
cifically, the received signal 34 may be input into the FFT
block 38 to convert the received signal from a time domain
into a frequency domain. The FFT block 38 may apply a fast
Fourier transform to convert the received signal 34 into a
frequency domain signal 48 as follows:

F[k]=m[l]d+j (k] €))

where the N-vector X may be the Fourier transform of the
N-sequence x in the frequency domain (w;, ®,, . . . , Wy):

*

Similar equations may be written for d and j. Furthermore,
for simplicity of explanation and as stated above, we may
assume that the sub-channels (w,, w,, .. ., ®,) are far apart
such that interference between neighboring sub-channels is
little to none.

Before the frequency domain signal 48 may be processed
in the SVD filter correlator block 44 to mitigate the interfer-
ence signal 32, the SVD filter receiver 36 may need to be
trained. To train the SVD filter receiver 36, a switch 50
between the FFT block 38 and the data arrangement block 40
may be closed and the message 24 may be set to zero. Thus,
in the training stage, the message 24 may look like:

F=[E(0) H(w3) . . . Hon)]

m[k]=0, fork=1,2,...,N (5)
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By closing the switch 50, the frequency domain signal 48
may be input into the data arrangement block 40 via arrow 52.
The data arrangement block 40 may utilize the interference
data j from the frequency domain signal 48 to generate an
interference matrix J:

=62l . N (6)

The interference matrix J may be input into the SVD block
42 viaarrow 54. In the SVD block 42, an SVD algorithm may
be applied to the interference matrix J to obtain a filter value
D, which may be utilized subsequently by the SVD filter
correlator block 44 to mitigate the interference signal 32 after
the SVD filter receiver 36 has been trained. To obtain the filter
value P, a singular value decomposition (SVD) of the inter-
ference matrix J may be given by:

J=UAV* @

where A may be a diagonal matrix of singular values,
which may be non-negative real numbers ordered top to bot-
tom. Similarly, U and V may be unitary matrices with V*
being the Hermitian value of V. Applying the diagonal and the
unitary matrices to the interference matrix J:

R A 0 8
J=[U MN][O N }[Vl vy ]#
v

where A, may be the smallest singular value of 1, and Uy
and v, may be corresponding vectors in U and V. The filter
value p may be determined as follows:

©

p=uy
Applying the filter value p to equation (8) may obtain:

PI=hviy (10)

where <p,J> may denote an inner product. The equality
follows from the fact that U and V are unitary. Since V is a
unitary matrix, equation 10 may be:

<P k] =hy

where k=1, 2, ..., N.

_ When,~0 or in other words when the interference matrix
1 is singular, the filter value § may eliminate j[k] for k=1,
2,,,, . N. Additionally, when j[k], for k>N, is in the range
space of U,, then <p,j[k]>=0, because <p,U,>=0. Therefore,
the filter value p may at least substantially eliminate j[k] for
all k regardless of how strong j[k] is. Specifically, if the
following two conditions are satisfied, the filter value $ may
be able to at least substantially eliminate the interferences j[k]|
for all values ofk regardless of the strength of the interference
signal 32.

Condition 1: The interference matrix .A[ is singular; and

Condition 2: The interference vectors j[k] are in the range
ofU,, orin other words, the interference vectors may be linear
combinations of the column vectors of U,.

Thus, the filter value p may be obtained from the SVD
values of the interference matrix J, and the filtering action
may be along the singular values of J. The filter value p
determined by the SVD block 42 may be input into the SVD
filter correlator block 44 via arrow 56 at the end of the training
period. The SVD filter correlator block 44 may perform a
correlation between two inputs: the filter value p from the
SVD block 42 and the frequency domain signal 48 X from the
FFT block 38 by <p.X[k]> to obtain an output 60.

Specifically, once the filter value p is determined from the
training stage, the switch 50 may be opened and the operating
stage of the SVD filter receiver 36 may commence. In the

an
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operating stage, for k>N, the message bit m[k] and the fre-
quency domain signal 48 may be transmitted to the SVD filter
correlator block 44 via arrow 58. The SVD filter correlator
block 44 may correlate the frequency domain signal X 48 with
the filter value p. The result of the correlation may be given by
the output 60 as follows:

YIK]=<PE[K]>=m[k]<p,d>+<p j [l]>
for k>N.

From the output 60, an instantaneous output SIR may be
obtained as follows:

12

a3

for any k. To obtain the SIR, the magnitude of the message
30 may be assumed to be one. The SVD filter correlator block
44 may eliminate the components j[k]of interferences instan-
taneously, which may be in the range of U,.

Thus, in view of (11), with the magnitude of the message
30 being one, the SIR at the output 60 of the SVD filter
correlator block 44 to mitigate the interference signal 32 may
be given by its lower bound:

Referring still to FIG. 2, two examples for mitigating the
interference signal satisfying the two conditions mentioned
above (Condition 1: The interference matrix J is singular; and
Condition 2: The interference vectors j[k] are in the range of
U,) will now be described.

EXAMPLE 1
Periodical Interference without Noise

The first example illustrates a scenario when the interfer-
ence signal 32 may be periodical having a period T. A signal
is periodic when it completes a pattern within a specific time
period, known as the period. If the interference signal 32 is
periodic, then we may choose N>T. In this case, the first
column and the (T+1)-th column of the interference matrix
determined by the data arrangement block 40 may be the
same. Hence, J may be a singular matrix. Since the interfer-
ence signal 32 is periodic with T<N, the interference vectors
jlk] of the interference matrix J for all values of k may be in
the range of U,. Therefore, the two conditions mentioned
above may be satisfied. The filter value p generated by the
SVD block 42 may be configured to at least substantially
eliminate periodical interference signals, regardless of the
strength of the signal. Thus,

<p,j[k]>=0, for all k
In view of equation (13), the output SIR may be infinitely

large. In view of equation (12), the output 60 of the SVD filter
correlator block 44 may be given by,

y[k]=m[k]<p,d> 14

Since <p,d>is a constant, the message 30 may be recovered
from y[k].

Thus and as will be described below with respect to FIGS.
3 and 5, the SIR ratio of the interference signal 32, in at least

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

8

some embodiments, may be increased from around a negative
thirty decibels (~=30 db) to around a positive two hundred
decibels (~+200 db), or in other words from 107> to 10%° by
the SVD filter receiver 36.

EXAMPLE 2
Periodical Interferences with Noise

In contrast to example 1 described above in which the
interference signal 32 was without a noise component, the
interference signal in the example 2 may include a noise
component. Further, in example 1, when the output SIR ratio
is around a positive two hundred decibels (~+200 dB), itis not
because the signal power is high, but because the power of the
interference signal may be near zero. The interference signal
may be near zero because example 1 did not account for the
noise component. It is to be noted that at the input of the SVD
filter receiver 36 (when the received signal 34 is input into the
FFT block 38), the noise component may be negligible rela-
tive to the interference signal 32. However, once the SVD
filter correlator block 44 mitigates the interference signal 32
to near zero, the noise component may no longer be negli-
gible.

Thus, in order to consider the noise component from the
point of input of the received signal 34 into the SVD filter
receiver 36, the interference signal 32 may be said to include
two components as shown below:

=

(15)

Where the component j° may be the periodical interference
signal, as in example 1, while the component n may be a
zero-mean Gaussian and white noise component uncorrelated
in time with variance o*. Furthermore, component n may be
uncorrelated to component j°. As such, with the interference
signal 32 having the two components above, the interference
matrix determined by the data arrangement block 40 in the

training stage may be the sum of the two components:
J=JP+N (16)

To obtain the above interference matrix, a linear property
of FFT and data arrangement may be employed. Since J ©and
N are uncorrelated:

Ex{10 ) = 370« + Ex{R A 4}
= UYAD2 U0 x0T

= UO[(AY + 21| U0 «

In the above equation, the SVD of 1 may be given by:
FO_JOA O 0%
This equation may be the SVD of Ex{JJ*}. Therefore,
SVD of the interference matrix for the case with noise and

without noise may be the same except that their singular

values may be related by
A=(AP+0T an

Furthermore, the SVD filter value p for both examples may
be the same as well. In particular, since j° is periodical, we

have
<p,j°[k]>=0, for all k (18)

and hence,

Ex{<pj[k]>}=Ex{<p j°[l]>"+<p,#>"}=0"
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The first term in the above equation is the interference power
that is zero and the second term is the noise power that is o°.

Thus, the signal to interference plus noise ratio (SINR) at
the output of the SVD filter correlator block 44 may be given
by:

SN

>2 (19)

—
Rl

5

SINR =

It is to be noted that while the denominator in equation 19
may not be improved, the numerator may be able to improve.
Also, both p and d may be unit in magnitude. Thus:

<p,d>=1 20

Suppose the code word d is set to be the inverse FFT p:
d=IFFT(p)

Then, <P, d>=1 and and SINR may become,

eay)

1 22)
SINR= —; =SIR
a-

Thus, the SVD filter receiver 36 may achieve the limit or
the SNR at the input without the interference.

Furthermore, if there is some N, for which all the N-se-
quences of interference vectors j[k] may be limited to a linear
space with dimension M<N; the filter value p estimated by the
SVD block 42 in the training stage may be able to at least
substantially eliminate all interference signals.

It is also to be understood that when the structure of the
interference signal varies with time, the SVD filter receiver 36
may be adapted to reflect the variance in the interference
signal. This adaption may be attained by repeating the train-
ing stage to obtain a representative interference matrix and
the filter value.

In another embodiment of the present disclosure, the SVD
filter receiver 36 may also be used to mitigate interferences
when there are multiple users in a network. Thus, assuming
that there are M users in a network, the received signal 34 may
be given as:

M 23)
x=md, +Zm;d; + 7
=)

Where the first term is the desired signal, the second term
is for other users, and the third term is the interference signal
32. In at least some embodiments, the second term and the
third term may be combined to form a new interference sig-
nal:

x=md; +7 24

where

M (25)
i= Z mid; + J
i

The training stage described above may be applied to equa-
tion (24) to obtain the filter value p. However, d, may not be
arbitrarily set as was set in equation (23), particularly because
the set of code sequences {d,, d., . . ., d,,} may be related

10

15

20

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

10
together. For example, in some instances the code sequences
may be orthogonal to each other in which case, a rotation
operator may be used on the code sequences. Thus, the N-se-
quence for the code word d, may be denoted by

=B, B2s - - -, B)

Let d,‘® denote the vector when d, rotates clockwise o
times, i.e.,

26)

4Bt - B Brs - - B @7
Then, the optimal rotation may be chosen by:

o = Max(p. 3") 08
where d,“ may be the FFT of d,®.
Then, the message 30 may be transmitted as follows:

md, (29)

The output 60 of the SVD filter correlator block 44 may be
given by

1] =m[k]<p,d">+<p j[k]> (30)
Hence,
WIk]-m k] <p.d > <Dy €3]
The output SIR may be given by
~@?)\2 32
<ﬁ, e )> (32)
SIR =

which may be the optimal SIR among all rotational code
words in a multi-user network.

In yet another embodiment of the present disclosure, the
SVD filter receiver 36 may be configured to eliminate the
interference signal and recover the message bit m without
utilizing the switch 50 and without using the interference
matrix by utilizing a feedback. For example, in the equation
(3) above, duplicated below:

F[k]=m[kJa+j (K]
where %, d, and]7 are the received signal 34, the code word
d and the interference signal 32 in the frequency domain,
respectively, instead of using j, we may be able to utilize X to
generate the data matrix, X as follows:

X=[&[1] %[2] . . . X[N]]

Then the SVD filter value § may eliminate all column
vectors of X, i.e. <p,X[k]>=0 fork=1,2,...,N.

And mK]<p.d>+<p,j[k]>=0

If m[k]d and j[k] may be statistically uncorrelated, then
<p,j[k]>=0 and m[k]<p,d>=0.

Therefore, the SVD filter receiver 36 may eliminate both
the interference signal 32 and the message bit m. However, if
the information of the SVD-filter p is fed back to the trans-
mitter 6 and the transmitter transmits the message bit m by
m[k]p, where p is the inverse Fourier Transformation of p,
then the “new” received signal may be given by:

F[k]=m [l (K]

With the above equation, the output 60 of the SVD filter
correlator block 44 may be given by

YK =<p i [l]>=m[l] <P, p>+<p j [k]>=m[K]
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Here, the second term may be zero because the SVD filter
value p may eliminate the interference signal 32 and recover
the message bit m.

Turning now to FIGS. 3-6, various graphical representa-
tions illustrating the performances of the SVD filter receiver
36 described above are shown relative to a conventional code
division multiple access (CDMA) filter, in accordance with at
least some embodiments of the present disclosure. The graphs
shown include two periodical signals: a sine wave and a
combination of three sine waves. Further, each type of peri-
odic signal is illustrated with and without noise. Thus, FIG. 3
illustrates the performance of the SVD filter receiver 36 for a
sine wave signal without noise, while FIG. 4 illustrates the
performance of the SVD filter receiver for a sine wave signal
with noise. Similarly, FIG. 5 shows the performance of the
SVD filter receiver 36 for a combination of three sine wave
signals without noise and FIG. 6 illustrates the performance
of the SVD filter receiver for a combination of the three sine
wave signals with noise.

Further, the period of the sine wave signal graphs shown in
FIGS. 3 and 4 has been arbitrarily chosen to be five (5), while
the periods of the three sine wave signal graphs shown in
FIGS. 5 and 6 have been arbitrarily chosen to be two (2), five
(5), and seven (7). Similarly, the phases of the signals in all of
FIGS. 3-6 have been randomly chosen. Additionally, the
graphs show average values of around a thousand trials. Each
graph has plotted on its X-axis the input SIR value and on its
Y-axis the output SINR value. Further, in each graph, plot 62
refers to the SVD filter receiver 36, while plot 64 refers to a
conventional CDMA filter. Also, for FIGS. 4 and 6, the SNR
value has been set at 10. It is also to be noted that at the input,
the interference is much larger than the noise and thus the
SINR is approximated by SIR while at the output, the inter-
ference is almost eliminated, and thus it is close to the SNR at
the input when the interference is absent.

Referring specifically now to FIG. 3, performance of the
SVD filter receiver 36 for a sine wave signal without noise is
shown, in accordance with at least some embodiments of the
present disclosure. As may be observed from the plots 62 and
64, the first data point on the plots refer to an input SIR of a
negative thirty decibels (-30 dB), which may be equivalent to
aninterference signal that may be a thousand (1000) times the
power of the message bit m. The output SIR on the Y-axis
corresponding to negative thirty decibels (=30 dB) is shown
to be a positive two hundred decibels (+200 dB) for the SVD
filter plot 62 and around a negative twenty five decibels (=25
dB) for the CDMA plot 64.

Thus, the SVD filter plot shows 62 that the interference
signal 32 is mitigated by about 107° times the signal power.
In other words, the interference signal 32 is practically zero at
the output of the SVD filter receiver 36 or that the interference
signal is substantially eliminated even when the interference
signal at the input is a thousand (1000) times the message bit
m. In contrast to the SVD filter plot 62, it may be seen that the
output SIR of the CDMA filter at the first data point of a
negative thirty decibels (=30 dB) is still pretty significant.
Thus, the SVD filter receiver 36 performs better than a com-
parable CDMA filter.

Similar results may be seen for the remaining data points
with the interference signal at the input ranging from a thou-
sand times to one tenth of the message bit m where the plot 62
for the SVD filter receiver 36 substantially eliminates the
interference as shown by the output SIR for each data point.

With respect to FIG. 4, which shows the performance of the
SVD filter receiver 36 for a sine wave with noise, the SNR
may be set atten (10) at the input. The SINR at the output may
also be 10 if the interference is completely eliminated. Thus,
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atthe input, the interference is much larger than the noise. The
SINR may be substantially same as the SIR:

1 1

SNIR at the Input= 1000+ 011000 =

SIR

At the output, if the interference is eliminated by the SVD
filter receiver 36, then:

SINR at the Output = =10

1
0.1

which is the same as the SNR at the input without the inter-
ference. In other words, the SVD-filter may be able to make
the channel with significant interference to be one without
interference.

Therefore, the improvement in SINR is 10* when the inter-
ference is substantially eliminated. Also, the noise power 0.1
may be insignificant at the input but may be dominant at the
output after the interference is completely eliminated. The
improvement may vary based upon data throughput, coverage
area, and user capacity.

Similar to FIG. 3, it may be seen from FIG. 4 that the plot
62 for the SVD filter receiver 36 performs better than the plot
64 for the CDMA filter. However, the plot 62 for the SVD
filter receiver 36 shows that the SINR at the output is slightly
better than ten (10) and that the SNR value at the input when
the interference is absent is the upper limit to the SINR at the
output. This may be due to the short data-length effect and
that the noise may not be perfectly white. Nonetheless, any
value at the output may still evidence a substantial mitigation
of the interference. Thus, interference may be substantially
eliminated even if a noise component is present in the mes-
sage 30 along with the interference signal 32.

FIGS. 5 and 6, as discussed above, illustrate and compare
the performance of the SVD filter receiver 36 with that of a
conventional CDMA filter for a three sine wave signal. As can
be seen, the results of FIG. 5 closely track the results of FIG.
3, while the results of FIG. 6 closely track the results of FIG.
4. Therefore, for conciseness of expression, FIGS. 5 and 6
have not been explained again.

Turning now to FIG. 7, an exemplary flowchart 66 outlin-
ing steps of mitigating interference for signals transmitted in
the physical layer are shown, in accordance with at least some
embodiments of the present disclosure. Thus, after starting at
a step 68, the process proceeds to a step 70 where the message
30 may be sent from the transmitter 6 to the receiver 4. As
discussed above, on its way to the receiver 4, the message 30
may pick up the interference signal 32. In at least some
embodiments, the message 30 may also pick up a noise signal.
At the receiver 4, the message 30 along with the interference
signal 32 and the noise signal, if present, may be termed as the
received signal 34 that may be input into the SVD filter
receiver 36 at a step 72. In the SVD filter receiver 36, first the
received signal 34 may be converted from a time domain into
a frequency domain within the FFT block 38.

The frequency domain signal 48 output from the FFT block
38 may be utilized to train the SVD filter receiver 36 at a step
74. Specifically, the frequency domain signal 48 may be input
into the data arrangement block 40, which may utilize the
interference data from the frequency domain signal 48 to
create an interference matrix. The interference matrix may be
input into the SVD block 42 to determine a filter value. The
filter value may then be transmitted to the SVD filter correla-
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tor block 44. The SVD filter correlator block 44, at a step 76,
may use the filter value and the frequency domain signal 48
from the FFT block 38 to determine the output 60. The output
60 may be representative of the extracted message bit from
the message 30 from which the interference signal 32 has
been substantially eliminated. From the output 60, an SIR
value may be computed to illustrate the mitigation of the
interference signal 32.

Thus, by virtue of using an SVD filter receiver in the
physical layer of an unlicensed wireless spectrum, large inter-
ference signals may be effectively and substantially elimi-
nated. In at least some embodiments and as discussed above,
the SVD filter receiver may be capable of mitigating interfer-
ence signals that are about a thousand times larger than the
message bit.

While only certain embodiments have been set forth, alter-
natives and modifications will be apparent from the above
description to those skilled in the art. These and other alter-
natives are considered equivalents and within the spirit and
scope of this disclosure and the appended claims.

What is claimed is:

1. A system for mitigating interference, the system com-
prising:

atransmitter configured to transmit a message, the message

having appended to it an interference signal; and

areceiver configured to receive the message from the trans-
mitter and input the message into a singular value
decomposition filter receiver, the singular value decom-
position filter receiver comprising:

a controller to transform the incoming message having
the interference signal appended to it with a fast Fou-
rier transform into a frequency domain signal;

a training stage to determine a filter value; and

an operating stage to utilize the filter value and the
frequency domain signal to substantially eliminate
the interference signal appended to the message.

2. The system of claim 1, wherein the system is used to
substantially eliminate the interference signal in a physical
layer of an unlicensed wireless network.

3. The system of claim 1, wherein the training stage of the
singular value decomposition filter receiver receives the fre-
quency domain signal and determines an interference matrix
by extracting singular value decomposition values of the
interference signal from the frequency domain signal, and a
singular value decomposer configured to receive the interfer-
ence matrix from the data arrangement and determine the
filter value from the interference matrix.

4. The system of claim 3, wherein the singular value
decomposition filter receiver further comprises a switch
between the fast Fourier transform and the data arrangement,
the switch being closed only in the training stage.

5. The system of claim 3, wherein the operating stage of the
singular value decomposition filter receiver further comprises
a singular value decomposition filter correlator by the con-
troller that receives the frequency domain signal and the filter
value from the training stage to recover the message while
substantially eliminating the interference signal from the fre-
quency domain signal.

6. The system of claim 1, wherein the singular value
decomposition filter receiver is further configured to substan-
tially eliminate the interference signal when the interference
signal includes a noise signal.
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7. The system of claim 1, wherein the singular value
decomposition filter receiver can substantially eliminate the
interference signal when the interference signal is thousand
times than the message.

8. A method for mitigating interference, comprising:

transmitting a message from a transmitter to a receiver, the
message having appended to it an interference signal;

receiving the message and the interference signal at a
receiver;,

inputting the message and the interference signal into a
singular value decomposition filter receiver at the
receiver; and

eliminating substantially the interference signal from the
message by the singular value decomposition filter
receiver using singular value decomposition values from
the interference signal wherein the singular value
decomposition filter receiver converts the message and
the interference signal into a frequency domain signal
using a fast Fourier transform block.

9. The method of claim 8, wherein the frequency domain
signal is input into a data arrangement block if a switch
between the fast Fourier transform block and the data
arrangement block is closed, the data arrangement block
extracting the singular value decomposition values from the
interference signal to determine an interference matrix.

10. The method of claim 8, wherein for an input signal to
interference ratio of a negative thirty decibels, the singular
value decomposition filter receiver provides an output signal
to interference ratio of a positive two hundred decibels.

11. A singular value decomposition filter receiver, com-
prising:

a fast Fourier transform block to transform an incoming

time domain signal into a frequency domain signal;

a training stage to determine a filter value; and

an operating stage to utilize the filter value and the fre-
quency domain signal to substantially eliminate an inter-
ference signal appended to a message.

12. The singular value decomposition filter receiver of

claim 11, wherein the training stage comprises:

a data arrangement block configured to receive the fre-
quency domain signal and determine an interference
matrix by extracting singular value decomposition val-
ues of the interference signal from the frequency domain
signal; and

a singular value decomposition block configured to receive
the interference matrix from the data arrangement block
and determine the filter value from the interference
matrix.

13. The singular value decomposition filter receiver of
claim 12, further comprising a switch between the fast Fou-
rier transform block and the data arrangement block, the
switch being closed only in the training stage.

14. The singular value decomposition filter receiver of
claim 11, wherein the operating stage comprises a singular
value decomposition filter correlator that receives the fre-
quency domain signal and the filter value from the training
stage to recover the message while substantially eliminating
the interference signal from the frequency domain signal.
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